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1. Overall Description:

SA2 has studied IMS registration control based on the network location of the UE. Two alternative solutions, i.e. the UAR-location and the SAA-location alternatives, have been selected for further evaluation. 
The UAR-location solution lets HSS execute the registration control with UE location info delivered by I-CSCF at the UAR stage of the IMS registration procedure while the SAA-location solution  lets S-CSCF execute the registration control with a list of authorized / not authorized locations provided by HSS at the SAA stage of the IMS registration procedure. 
The impacts on the Cx interface and to HSS seem to have become a key criteria for the final choice. SA2 would like to request CT4 with the competent expertise to review the UAR-location and SAA-location alternative solutions for IMS_RegCon and respond to the following question: 
Question 1: Whether the impacts to the Cx interface is a relevant criterion for evaluation of these two alternative solutions or not? If it is significantly relevant, which solution would be preferable?
Question 2: Whether or not these two alternative solutions differ in implementation complexity; considering e.g. the expression matching techniques to the degree that makes complexity a very relevant criterion. If complexity is significantly different; which is less complex?  
Question 3: From an architecture and implementation point of view, is it reasonable to use the same node, i.e HSS to execute both the location registration control and the roaming control? 
2. Actions:

To CT4 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 would like to request CT4 to review the UAR-location and SAA-location alternative solutions for IMS_RegCon and answer the above questions. 

3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:

TSG-SA2 Meeting #99 
23rd – 27th September 2013
Xiamen, China.

TSG-SA2 Meeting #100
11st – 15th November 2013
San Francisco, America.
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